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Detailed Action 

1 . In response to communication filed on 2/9/2007. Claims 1 , 5, 7, 1 8, 20-22, 
26, 28, 39, 41 -43 are amended. Claims 44-47 were added. No claims were cancelled. 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -47 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 1 0/27/2004, 
accordingly, the information disclosure statement has been considered by the 
examiner. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claims 5-7 and 26-28 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being in 
improper form because a multiple dependent claim cannot depend from any other 
multiple dependent claim. For example - Dependent Claim 5 depends from dependent 
Claim 44. Claim 5 cannot depend from dependent Claim 44, because the dependent 
Claim 44 hasn't been presented at this point. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 1 12 
5. Claims 1 , 22, and 43 (and their dependent claims, where applicable) are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly 
point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

Claims 1 , 22, and 43, recite the following limitations " potentially about ", 
" determining that the contact information is likely about the entity name ", and 
" determined to be likelv about the entity name ", renders the claims indefinite because 
neither the claim nor the specification explains what " potentially about " or "likely 
about " means. It is difficult for the examiner to interpret the claim not knowing how 
the limitation "potentially" about and "likely about" constitutes. 

Claims 2-21 , 23-42, and 44-47 are also rejected by virtue of their dependency 
to claims 1 , 22, and 43. 

Therefore, it is difficult for the examiner to interpret the claim without knowing 
what the following limitations "potentially about", "determining that the contact 
information is likely about the entity name", AND "determined to be likely about the 
entity name", constitutes/conveys. 
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Thus, all claims 1-47 have been examined with the examiner's broadest 
reasonable interpretation as herein. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C - 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under 
section 1 22(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for 
patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in 
section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 1-3, 5-6, 20, 22-24, 26-27, 41, 43, and 44-45 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Hoth et al (US Patent No. 7,099,887, Filing Date: 
August 8, 2002, hereinafter Hoth). 

Claims 1 and 22: 

Regarding Claims 1 and 22 discloses a method/computer readable-medium 
utilizing the same functionality, wherein Hoth teaches a method/computer readable 
medium comprising: 
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identifying an entity name from an event associated with an article (column 10, 
lines 39-51 , wherein this reads over "extracting "send date" starts in box 501 , wherein 
box 502 the document is scanned for the string "Date:" and if the desired sting is 
found (box 503), then in box 504, the text after the desired string but before the next 
following CR-LF sequence is retained as the "send date", and wherein an external 
extraction system is to find the named entities within the body of the email and it 
returns the location of the named entity that it found, wherein for examples of named 
entities also known as "handles" are dates, names of people, names of organizations, 
etc. . . . ", which is equivalent to "identifying an entity name from an event associated 
with an article", Hoth); 

identifying contact information potentially about the entity name (column 10, 
lines 56-67, wherein this reads over "an external extraction system used in the 
preferred embodiment is Inxight's Thing Finder SDK and the Thing Finder locates data 
and using Active Annotation(tm) finds, organizes, and presents additional text and 
relevant links which are presented in an easy to navigate pop-up box, and the input to 
Inxight's Thing Finder SDK would include the message or document that will be parsed 
and the types of identified entities to be located, wherein examples of identified entity 
types are address, month, Internet address, city, noun group, region, company, 
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organization, sports team name, drug name, disease name, subject category, other 
product name, state, country, percent, Social Security number, currency, person, time, 
date, telephone number, time period, day, miscellaneous proper name, measure, year, 
other place, product, Holiday, financial index, and person position, wherein the output 
of Thing Finder (TM) is returned through an Application Programming Interface (API)", 
which is equivalent to "identifying contact information potentially about the entity 
name", Hoth); 

determining that the contact information is likely about the entity name (column 
1 1 , lines 3-35, respectively, wherein this reads over "email send date" and wherein 
compared to send date to determine temporal proximity, wherein the Inxight Thing 
Finder can be used to find the dates in the text and to normalize them, and wherein 
this is interpreted to be equivalent to "determining that the contact information is 
likely about the entity name", Hoth); 

storing the entity name and at least some of the contact information determined 
to be likely about the entity name (Figure 2, diagram 202, respectively, and column 6, 
lines 50-53, wherein one or more additional columns may be included if desired or 
required for providing additional information relating to a room, 099, Hoth). 
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Claims 2 and 23 : 

Regarding Claims 2 and 23, Hoth teaches wherein comprising associating an 
entity ID with the entity name (column 6, lines 22-34, wherein this reads over " Figure 
2 1 , wherein data records 2 1 1 0, 2 1 20, 2 1 30 and 2 1 40 illustrating four different 
courses and table 2 1 02 further comprises a plurality of columns, each of which 
comprises information relating to a specific course and column 21 50 relates to a 
unique identifier for uniquely identifying a corresponding course and column 21 60 
relates to a name of the corresponding course and column 21 70 relates to a number 
that externally identifies the corresponding course, as, for example, indicated in a 
brochure and column 21 80 illustrates that one or more additional columns may be 
introduced into table 2102 when desired or required for providing additional 
information relating to a course, which is interpreted to be equivalent to "associating 
an entity ID with the entity name, Hoth). 
Claims 3 and 24: 

Regarding Claims 3 and 24, Hoth teaches wherein the entity ID is the same as 
the entity name (Figure 21, diagrams 2102, 2150, and 2160, wherein 2150 
corresponds to diagram 2160, and Figure 22, table 2202 comprises a plurality of 
columns, each of which comprises information relating to a particular class and 
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column 2260 relates to a unique identifier for each class and column 2270 relates to a 
name associated with a corresponding class, which is interpreted to be equivalent to 
"entity ID" is the same as entity name, Hoth). 
Claims 5 and 26: 

Regarding Claims 5 and 26, Hoth teaches wherein the contact information is 
indexed if the entity name is associated with the user. (Figures 20-22, all features, 
further defined in columns 5-6, respectively, Hoth). 
Claims 6 and 27: 

Regarding Claims 6 and 27, Hoth teaches wherein the entity name is identified 
as being associated with or related to the user based at least in part on user activity 
(column 9, lines 54-62, wherein this reads over "the application programs may 
comprise, for instance, office automation software comprising any tools for enabling a 
user to integrate traditional office activities, including processing text, generating 
presentations, sending and receiving messages and conferencing; games; Internet 
related applications, as well as more complex enterprise applications or one or more 
parts of such enterprise applications as used in, for example, the billing system of 
companies", Hoth). 
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Claims 20 and 41 : 

Regarding Claims 20 and 41 , Cross teaches wherein a program code for causing 
an output of at least some of the contact information in connection with one or more 
of an article, a link, a search result, or an event (column 1 4, lines 29-33, wherein this 
reads over "portions of an HTML file for expressing the image partially displayed as 
shown in Figures 7A-7B, and also provided in table 1 , including markup to encode a 
meta-content index and a portion of the document body", Hoth). 
Claim 43 : 

Regarding Claim 43 discloses a method identifying an entity name from an 
event associated with an article (REFER to claim 1 , wherein this limitation has already 
been addressed, Hoth), wherein the entity name is associated with an entity and the 
event is associated with a user (column 5, lines 45-49, respectively, Hoth) 

identifying contact information potentially about the entity name (REFER to claim 
1 , wherein this limitation has already been addressed, Hoth); 

determining that the contact information is likely about the entity name (REFER 
to claim 1 , wherein this limitation has already been addressed, Hoth); 

associating an entity ID with the entity name (REFER to claim 2, wherein this 
limitation has already been addressed, Hoth); 
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indexing the entity name and at least some of the contact information 
determined to be likely about the entity name based on the entity ID (REFER to claim 5, 
wherein this limitation is substantially the same/or similar and therefore rejected 
under the same grounds, Hoth); 

storing the entity name and at least some of the contact information determined 
to be likely about the entity name (REFER to claim 1 , wherein this limitation has already 
been addressed, Hoth); 

receiving a search query relating to the entity name (column 1 3, lines 57-67, 
wherein this reads over "primary key data from the PROFESSOR view document is 
analyzed to search the next view indicated in entry 910, which in this case is the CLASS 
view and then, primary key data is taken from the CLASS view document to search the 
next view, which is in this case the ENROLL view of the bridging structure, e.g., ENROLL 
view 740 of FIG. 7, and the results provided from the ENROLL view are the documents 
where the foreign key matches the primary key in the previous view, Hoth); 

identifying at least some of the contact information determined to be likely 
about the entity name as relevant to the query (REFER to claim 1 , wherein this 
limitation has already been addressed, Hoth); and 
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outputting at least some of the contact information (columns 17-18, lines 64- 
67 and lines 1-1 1 respectively Hoth). 
Claim 44 : 

Regarding Claim 44, the combination of Hoth in view of Burke teaches wherein 
storing the entity name and at least some of the contact information determined to be 
likely about the entity name comprises indexing the entity name and at least some of 
the contact information determined to be likely about the entity name (REFER to claim 
43, wherein this limitation is substantially the same/or similar and therefore rejected 
under the same grounds, Hoth) 
Claim 45 : 

Regarding Claim 45, Burke teaches wherein storing the entity name and at least 
some of the contact information determined to be likely about the entity name 
comprises indexing the entity name and at least some of the contact information 
determined to be likely about the entity name (Refer to claim 43, wherein this 
limitation is substantially the same/or similar and therefore rejected under the same 
grounds, Hoth). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences 
between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such 
that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in 
which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 4-21 , 25-42, and 44-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hoth et al (US Patent No. 7,099,887, Filing Date: August 8, 2002) in 
view of Burke (US Publication No. 2004/0133561, Date Filed: Oct. 2, 2003). 

Claims 4 and 25: 

Regarding Claims 4 and 25, Hoth discloses an "entity ID". However, Hoth does 
not disclose wherein the entity ID is a preexisting ID if the entity name has previously 
been identified. 

On the other hand, Burke teaches wherein the entity ID is a preexisting entity ID 
if the entity name has previously been identified (paragraph [01 1 5], wherein this reads 
over "the identified EmaiLID, i.e., "26", to lookup all Recipients that are associated with 
that Email address in the Recipients.Email table and this table shows all of the 
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individual Recipients that are associated with that single Email address, wherein this 
example, using the identified EmaiLID, i.e., "26", to query values in the foreign key 
"FK_Email_ID" in Recipients.Email table, i.e., EmailJD, is used as a foreign key in this 
table) returns a single RecipientJD, i.e., "33", wherein (the corresponding 
Recipient.EmailJD key for this association is "9", which designates an ID for this 
relationship, dd3) search Recipients.Email table for all records that have the found 
RecipientJD, i.e., "33", and have an FK.EmailJD different than the previously identified 
EmailJD, i.e., "26", and paragraph [0171], wherein the process has found an instance 
in which the received data record name and postal address exist and are associated 
with a recipient in the database already, and the received data record email address 
also already exist in the database, but is associated with a different recipient who also 
shared the same name, wherein this is also equivalent to "wherein the entity ID is a 
preexisting entity ID if the entity name has previously been identified", Burke). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to incorporate Burke teachings into Hoth system. A skilled artisan would 
have been motivated to combine as suggest by Burke [paragraph [0020]] for 
implementing a method to increase a search performance on a system/or application. 
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Claims 7 and 28: 

Regarding Claims 7 and 28, the combination of Hoth in view of Burke teaches 
wherein the contact information is indexed if the user provides authorization (SEE 
paragraph [0025], wherein this reads over "the selection feature may further include an 
approval/authorization feature, wherein the system has a means to obtain Recipient 
permission before release of the Recipient's Pll to the querying party (i.e., Sender). 
This feature is part of an optional, addition to the method of obtaining permission 
from Recipients before releasing their Pll to a Sender; i.e., requesting and obtaining 
permission from a Recipient prior to returning the Recipient's Pll", which is interpreted 
to be equivalent to "wherein the contact information is indexed if the user provides 
authorization", Burke). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to incorporate a method of "authorization" disclosed by Burke ([0063], 
respectively) within Hoth system for providing and implementing a secure mechanism 
to obtain a user permission before releasing content of the a user personal information 
to the another party. 
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Claims 8 and 29 : 

Regarding Claims 8 and 29, the combination of Hot in view of Burke teaches 
wherein the article is associated with a client application (SEE paragraph [01 87], 
wherein this reads over "business to business service, wherein the service provider 
(i.e., Data Manager) receives queries from business clients (Senders) inputting a list of 
data elements of one type, (e.g., Email address), to receive an output list of alternate 
Email addresses in return, wherein for example, an alternate implementation may be a 
consumer-oriented white-pages-type service, wherein consumers could go to an 
Internet web site and enter the old Email address and receive an alternate Email 
addresses for that Recipient", which is equivalent to "article is associated with a client 
application", wherein the "article" is interpreted to be the Internet web site", Burke). 
Claims 9 and 30: 

Regarding Claims 9 and 30, the combination of Hot in view of Burke teaches 
wherein the article comprises one of an email, a word processing document, a 
spreadsheet document, a drawing, a programming application document, a 
presentation application document, a web page, an mp3, an image, or a media file 
document (SEE paragraph [01 87], wherein this reads over "wherein consumers could go 
to an Internet web site", Burke). 
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Claims 10 and 31 : 

Regarding Claims 1 0 and 31 , the combination of Hoth in view of Burke teaches 
wherein the contact information comprises one or more of one or more names, one or 
more addresses, one or more telephone numbers, one or more facsimile numbers, one 
or more email addresses, and one or more website addresses (SEE Figure 3, wherein it 
illustrates one or more names and email addresses, Burke). 
Claims 1 1 and 32: 

Regarding Claims 1 1 and 32, the combination of Hoth in view of Burke teaches 
wherein program code for receiving a search query relating to the entity name (SEE 
paragraph [0023], respectively, Burke); 

program code for identifying at least some of the contact information as 
relevant to the query (SEE paragraph [01 1 6], wherein this reads over "when more than 
one recipientJD is found, it can either retrieve all the email addresses for all the 
relevant recipients", which is equivalent to "identifying at least some of the contact 
information as relevant to the query", Burke); and 

program code for outputting at least some of the contact information 
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(SEE paragraph [01 1 6], wherein this reads over "return them all as output response, or 
the procedure can use the intended", which is equivalent to "outputting at least some 
of the contact information, Burke). 
Claims 1 2 and 33: 

Regarding Claims 1 2 and 33, the combination of Hoth in view of Burke teaches 
wherein program code for associating contact information from multiple events with 
the entity name (SEE paragraph [01 1 7], wherein this reads over "the found EmailJDs 
can then be used to retrieve the Email addresses from the EmaiLAddress table 
("terry.white@earthlink.net" and "terryw@hotmail.com" are associated with the 
EmailJDs "52" and "1 92", and paragraph [0120], wherein by inputting a name and 
postal address of "Terry White" and "403 W 54th St, NY, N.Y.", find all the known Email 
addresses for that recipient, which is equivalent to "associating contact information 
from multiple events with the entity", Burke). 
Claims 1 3 and 34 : 

Regarding Claims 1 3 and 34, the combination of Hoth in view of Burke teaches 
wherein associating contact information from multiple events with the entity name 
comprises determining at least one common identifier (SEE paragraph [0121], wherein 
this reads over "lookup the input postal address in the PostaLAddress table, i.e., which 
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returns a PostalJD "98", and [01 22], wherein this reads on "use of PostalJD, i.e., "98", 
to lookup recipients associated with that address in the recipient_postal table, i.e., 
Recipientjds of "33" and "64" are returned", which is equivalent to "determining at 
least one common identifier", Burke). 
Claims 14 and 35: 

Regarding Claims 1 4 and 35, the combination of Hoth in view of Burke teaches 
wherein less than all of the multiple events share a same common identifier (SEE 
paragraph [0181], respectively, Burke). 
Claims 1 5 and 36: 

Regarding Claims 1 5 and 36, the combination of Hoth in view of Burke teaches 
wherein associating contact information from multiple events with the entity name 
comprises determining patterns (SEE paragraphs [0139] - [0146], respectively, wherein 
this reads over "identifier module and a merger module, wherein each record of the 
received dataset is preferably processed by sequentially performing an email address 
test, a postal address test, and a name test, wherein Figure 1 5, the data records are 
analyzed individually to determine and store all the associations between various data 
elements contained in the records, which is interpreted to be equivalent to 
"determining patterns", Burke). 
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Claims 16 and 37: 

Regarding Claims 1 6 and 37, the combination of Hoth in view of Burke teaches 
wherein associating contact information from multiple events with the entity name 
comprises determining redundant identifiers (SEE paragraph [0149], wherein this reads 
over "if a recipient exist in the database, with the same email, and name as the 
inputted data record, do nothing, and proceed to the next record, that is, the data is 
already present, so no action is take, which is equivalent to "determining redundant 
identifiers", Burke). 
Claims 1 7 and 38: 

Regarding Claims 1 7 and 38, the combination of Hoth in view of Burke teaches 
teaches wherein a program code for determining a probability of correct contact 
information based at least in part on proximity of contact information within the 
events or a frequency of contact information within events (SEE paragraph [01 31], 
wherein this reads over "any duplicate Pll retrieved in the query process is preferably 
discarded from the result set, wherein that is, if multiple records in the Database yield 
the same result to a query, e.g., five occurrences of "terryw@hotmail.com", only one 
instance of that result should be returned in the results, which is interpreted to be 
equivalent to "determining a probability of correct contact information based at least in 
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part on proximity of contact information within the events or a frequency of contact 
information within events", Burke). 
Claims 18 and 39: 

Regarding Claims 1 8 and 39, the combination of Hoth in view of Burke teaches 
wherein identifying the entity name consists of one or more of: 

determining a list, determining a capital letter, determining a field, determining 
formatting, determining a typical value, and parsing encoded information (SEE 
paragraph [01 92], wherein this reads over "combinations of Pll data elements may be 
included in a query that is then compared with similar data elements in the database 
then parsed and supplied to an artificial intelligence module for matching to an Email 
address, which is equivalent to "parsing encoded information", Burke). 
Claims 19 and 40 : 

Regarding Claims 1 9 and 40, the combination of Hoth in view of Burke teaches 
wherein identifying contact information further comprises determining one or more of 
a field, header tag, context in which text appears, matching entries, or parsed article 
content (SEE paragraph [01 93], wherein this reads over "when a domain name match is 
identified, the remaining data elements are compared for a match or an equivalency for 
the company name and the Recipient's last name and if multiple records are identified, 
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any records that match all three portions is then either be outputted or further 
processed by an additional Ai module to determine a single best match based on 
predetermined user criteria and/or additional inputted information, wherein this reads 
over "matching entries", Burke). 
Claims 21 and 42 : 

Regarding Claims 21 and 42, the combination of Hoth in view of Burke teaches 
wherein program code for causing an output of possible alternative contact 
information or a probability of correct contact information (SEE paragraph [01 33], 
wherein this reads over "wherein more than one alternate data element is found in the 
database, one of the alternates may be selected and presented to the sender who 
imputed the query", Burke). 
Claim 46 : 

Regarding Claim 46, the combination of Hoth in view of Burke teaches wherein 
determining that the contact information is likely about the entity name comprises 
determining a probability of correct contact information based at least in part on a 
proximity of contact information within the article or a frequency of contact 
information within the article (SEE paragraph [0010], wherein updating such contact 
information is typically dependent upon a recipient voluntarily providing timely, 
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periodic, and correct notification to the sender and paragraph [01 79], wherein this 
reads over" each field in the dataset is compared to see if the value has changed 
during the time interval chosen, and any changes that are detected are directly 
integrated into the database or preferably stored for later use in the merge process, 
which is interpreted to correspond to "determining a probability of correct contact 
information based at least in part on a proximity of contact information within the 
article or a frequency of contact information within the article", Burke). 
Claim 47 : 

Regarding Claim 47, the combination of Hoth in view of Burke teaches wherein 
determining that the contact information is likely about the entity name comprises 
determining a probability of correct contact information based at least in part on a 
proximity of contact information within the article or a frequency of contact 
information within the article (REFER to claim 46, wherein this limitation is substantially 
the same/or similar, and therefore rejected under the same grounds, Burke). 
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